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¥ WASHINGTON, April 23——The spe-. ~cal judgment that g'oes with' their
i cific subject of Inquiry by the Senate

Sanltlzed Approved For ﬁ@Maé’QRélmgiD?S:',.

e iea.m'cd of the defense madé in Dodd's;

i

. behalf—that funds were tax-free be- -

- cause they were a testimonial “gift”{
-"—from press interviews with persons;-
< “on his staff, not from his own state- |

* ment to the committee. (3) The cur-;

" assignment to fix the standards by )

Selcct Committee on Standards and which Senators should be .governed,

R "Conduct is whether Senator Thomas - /they must make another. 1t iswhether

U 1J. Dodd of Connecticut. violated the: .to confine thelr inquiry to Dodd's
, “. " fethical code which should govern a ‘ “case, ‘which Is before them only be- -

G .. public official in his uses of the more - cause it became public knowledge, or- -

R “than $100,000 raised at "testimonial" "look into statements that It is any-’

S “idinners to defray personal expenses. " thing but - exceptional among thelr

. .. | A corollary issue is the ruling of the Congressional brethren.

~ ¢ 17 Internal Revenue Service that when .

*. ., v ‘such funds are contributed as “gifts,” _ - Hearings Slated
;with the intent of showing “apprecia- - ,
. tion of public sefrvices,” they are noi‘.
~ .7 ltaxable as income of-the reciplent, . °

S ;‘;. The issue of ethics is for the com-
i - ‘mittee, and then the Senate, to re- |.
“solve, though public opinton will not
.necessarily support the finding. But = &onpecticut Senator and was ad-

if, as & member of Dodd's official Vi i
“staff told this newspaper, the Senator . *((l;ises;get;}; Joici;si;es;i?:x: 131‘13 Ig‘;::;

‘used some of the money to liquidate
“a deflcit in the costs of his 1958 elec.  Gen% had made the principal speech

‘tion campaign and to build up “a war
\chest” in advance of his renomination
:o -~ tand re-election in 1964, the LR.S. will".

=" " “be confronted with a show-causé for’
o © . its tax-free rulihg In this casé,’a’de--
e o0 imand already initiated by Senator
S UL Williams of Delaware. .

Barbleri of New Haven, who mar-
shaled and presided over a third din- .
ner for Dodd, in 1965, which produced - :

Barbierl, insisting "the money ‘was
J1)poses, but was turned over to be used "
r..at his [Dodd’'s] personal discretion,” -.
ywent on to say that the practice is
~''general in behalt “of any Senator or
» " Congressman,” .and that he’ had just

'2 v chaired a dinner for ‘Representative

Embarmssing for All
.t 1 It 15 an embarrassing situation for

# all directly involved, and for Senatoi
. " Dodd It carries the seeds of political .
: »f disaster. There, are no more high-
bﬁminded men In the Senate than the .
- 'members of the committee—Stennis' ™ i evidence cither could generate public- .
gof Migsissippi,” - Monroney " of ~:Okla- "’
1homa, -McCarthy of Minnesota; Ben- ;
*.§ nett of Utah, Cooper of Kentucky and .
i Pearson of Kansas. They suspeot that ..
L i Dodd may be only one member of '
EREE AT P KCongress whose unpaid -obligations . for several reasons: (1) It Is-the only .
© UL Lhave been met by funds raised: at, "one before the committee, since Bar- |
g“testimonial" dinners. And they are "blerl did not support his sta,tement
swell aware that these unpald. obliga- " with any cltation of fact except with
itions -have usually been :incurred |
the effort to get s,nd retain sea.ts T
iCongress. S ,
, Thereforé n additlo 4 the

~was raised as a similar “gift.”

There ate to be hearings before t.he
Senate group, 'popularly known as

for Dodd and his uses of them.
" In the present posture of the case -

'not run there.-

Such a statement has been put on -
" the record by Town Chairman Arthur -

the respect to a member of the House, "
and the Senate committee’s writ does.:
} (2) According to mem-

i

| another - “testimonial” gift for the-: <

o

‘at two earlier ‘and similar affairs) i

not ~designated * for campaign’ pur- ;.

A

kN

rent reports of the dinners in Con-,
-necticut newspapers were that the
funds were raised for his past and!

“.prospective campalgn expenses, a.nd.i

-according * to . Democratic Natlonal®
Chajrman John Balley, this was aisol
his understanding and the basis on|
which he made his contribution.

These circumstances, centering in.

"'Senator Dodd and the claim that the'

‘funds come under the tax-free ruiingi
. of the LR.S: as “gifts,” however he:
chose to use them, provide amplé ma-

"/ terial for an inquiry limited to his

: case. But even among colleagues who-
“have not been the beneficiaries of

. ugifts” of money by similar or ogﬁr
eal

testimonials of “appreciation of §

~ public services” there is a great

- of sympathy for Senator Dodd. Spme

 has its source in the knowledge, bcll

- or' Impression that a round-up would

,disclose other members of Cong#dds

"in the plight In which Dodd now fhrds

- himseli. But the principal source)ds

' the means by which these mattg;is

became public. i
e b

Columnists Got Files T

Without his knowicdge or consgft,
his oftice files relating to these trang-
“actlons' were turned over, by spme
having access to these files, to twd' 2‘1
. soclated newspaper columnists, Dtélv
. Pearson and Jack Anderson, and evot--

1'
 Giatmo of Connecticut at which $35,000 ‘t““"y pubiished In & scrles of articles.

But, while they may have caused
“even the most ethlcal of ieglslato $
:'to take a new, close look at the mié

.:"bers of his staff, and have produabd

pressure for thus broadening the in-:
quiry or;limit it to the funds raised. ‘donor of the documents and his’md-:

the limitation could be well justified:’ the LR.S. aré now engaged iIn.

“'the Ethics Committee,” at which the- _suggestions to the Select Senate O

~mittee and the Department of Just e
. that they make a search for iHe

.‘tive, the publications plainly impdHéd:
’,the inquiry which the committee:and
319

- Meanwhile, some of the causé: fgr
whlch -Senator Dodd crusades 1}
_inevitably been damaged by the?

lished material. Though everyone

. professes fidelity. to the princlple m;t v

" the accused s innocent until prpv
guilty, / few. glv it moré than: ufé)-g

e
bl




